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SUMMARY

International Business Machines Corporation (“1BM”) seeks review of the Universal
Service Administrative Company’s (“USAC”) denial of an ERate funding request for the El
Paso Independent School (“El Paso”) for Year 5. El Paso selected IBM based on a competitive
bidding process consistent with the Commission rules, SLD precedent, and state and local
policies. El Paso issued a Form 470 for Funding Y ear 2002, did not issue a Request for
Proposals (RFP) in 2002, and pursuant to established precedent for school districts with multi-
year option contracts, El Paso concluded that IBM presented the best technology partner for the
District and its students and renewed IBM’s contract.

None of the SLD’s funding denial reasons withstand scrutiny. First, El Paso selected
IBM based solely on the FCC's Form 470 in 2002. No RFP existed for 2002, so El Paso could
not have relied on one. Because there was no RFP, El Paso correctly marked the Form 470 RFP
box indicating that no RFP was available. Also, El Paso makes clear that both pricing
discussions and a final agreement occurred prior to its Board voting to renew IBM’ s contract.
Thus, SLD iswrong in asserting that El Paso did not fix prices for 2002 until after it chose IBM.

Second, when El Paso engaged in its origina competitive bidding process for Funding
Year 2001, it followed state and federal procurement laws. Commission precedent confirms that
these processes are presumed to result in the selection of the most cost-effective vendor. SLD
cannot override that determination.

Contrary to the SLD’ s assertions, El Paso examined vendors based on several factors
with a primary factor being price. El Paso’'s 2001 RFP confirms that price was a major factor

considered and that vendors responding to the RFP were on notice of that fact. El Paso’s two-



step process, in accordance with Texas law, ensured that it signed a contract with the most cost-
effective vendor available.

Finally, SLD alleges that the District’s list of requested services lacked the required
specificity, yet it approved a number of applications with the same level of detail. The
Commission should not countenance this type of disparate treatment.

IBM respectfully requests the Commission to order the SLD to approve El Paso’s
applications and fully fund its initiative to bring education-enhancing technology to needy

children.
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REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF THE DECISION OF THE UNIVERSAL
SERVICE ADMINISTRATOR BY INTERNATIONAL BUSINESSMACHINES
CORPORATION REGARDING THE FUNDING REQUEST OF EL PASO
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

International Business Machines Corporation (“IBM”), pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §
54.719(c), hereby submits its Request for Review of the Universal Service Administrator’s
Funding Decision regarding El Paso Independent School District (“El Paso”). IBM isan
interested and aggrieved party because it is the service provider selected by El Paso to provide
internal connections and Internet access (“1C/1A Projects’) during Funding Y ear 5 under Form
471 Application number 318522.%
|. STATEMENT OF FACTS

El Paso is an independent school district located in El Paso County, Texas. Pursuant to a

longstanding technology plan, El Paso participated in the E Rate program from Y ear 1 through

! See 47 C.F.R. §54.721(b)(1).



Y ear 4 and sought to continue participating in Year 5 (“Funding Y ear 2002”). For Funding Y ear
2002, El Paso sought E-Rate funding, in pertinent part, for internal connections and Internet
access services. IBM sought to provide those services in accordance with a contract originally
entered into during Year 4 (“Funding Y ear 2001").

In December 2000, El Paso posted a Form 470 for Funding Y ear 20012 on the Universal
Service Administrative Company, Schools and Libraries Division (“SLD”) website according to
E-Rate Program rules. El Paso also issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) in December 2000
detailing El Paso’ s requirements and describing the form and length of the prospective contract.
The RFP clearly stated that El Paso articipated the contractual relationship to last for five years.®
This would include a contract for the first year, and four renewal option years to follow, “with
each option year to be awarded annually as a separate follow-on contract based on the previous

"4 The decision to renew would be at the sole discretion of El Paso.® The

year’s performance.
RFP aso stated that selection as the most qualified applicant by El Paso would lead to contract
negotiations lasting up to 30 days.® I those negotiations failed to lead to an acceptable contract,

El Paso would break off negotiations and contact the next most qualified applicant.’

2 Appended hereto as Attachment 1.

3 El Paso Independent School District, Request for Proposals for Strategic Technology Solution
g)rlovi der, RFP #101-00 at 1 (December 1, 2000) (“2001 RFP") (Appended hereto as Attachment
“1d.

> 1d.

®ld. at 3.

"1d.



The 2001 RFP was sent to eleven companies that requested a copy, eight of whom
responded before the December 19, 2000 deadline.® The eight applicants consisted of
sophisticated entities, several of which are among the largest communications providersin the
country. They were: IBM; Amherst Computer; Diversified Technical Services; Kent Data
Communications, ESEI; Southwestern Bell; Time Warner Cable; and Cervantes CC.

The RFP noted that “cost is a magjor consideration” and required each applicant to provide
aproposed pricing model.® El Paso described price as a“major criterion” and stated that “[i]t
cannot be overestimated how important this criterion is to the potential success of any
prospective bidders....”*° Vendors also needed to demonstrate other attributes including: a
commitment to K-12 education; breadth, depth, and quality of resources that could be brought to
bear on the project; project management experience with large schools; and significant overall
experience and financia stability. !

As El Paso explains in its Appeal, an evaluation committee carefully examined the RFP
responses of the eight competitors, decided IBM was the most qualified applicant, and
recommended IBM to the Board of Trustees of El Paso. Subsequently, on January 9, 2001, the
Board of Trustees selected IBM as the top candidate and the two sides opened intensive
negotiations. The parties subsequently entered into a contract with a one-year term and an option

for El Paso to renew for two additional one-year terms.

8 Request for Review of El Paso Independent School District, CC Docket No. 96-45 (May 9,
2003) (“El Paso Appeal”).

9 2001 RFP at 6-7.
0d.at 7.
1d. at 3-7.



On November 26, 2001, El Paso posted a Form 470 on the SLD website for Funding
Y ear 2002.1% According to El Paso, the school district wanted to inquire into any additional
vendor interest in providing internal connection or Internet access services, and to ensure that
renewing the IBM contract would be cost-effective and advisable. It did not issue an RFP for
Funding Y ear 2002, and received no response that it would term “sufficient” to prompt non
renewal.’®* Consequently, El Paso “conducted an internal review of IC/IA Projects for Funding
Y ear 2002 and discussed pricing in detail with IBM prior to its decision to renew the contract.”**
El Paso’s Board of Trustees voted to renew IBM’s contract on January 8, 2002. The two sides
continued negotiating and entered into a contract for Funding Y ear 2002 in January 2002.

El Paso received the SLD Decisions denying El Paso’s application on March 10, 2003.
According to El Paso, the five reasons given for the SLD’s denia of the application are that: (1)
El Paso failed to mark that there was an RFP on its Funding Y ear 2002 Form 470; (2) El Paso
used an RFP and not its Form 470 to decide on a service provider for Funding Y ear 2002; (3)
prices for Funding Y ear 2002 were set only after IBM’s selection; (4) El Paso did not use price
as aconsideration in selecting IBM; and (5) El Paso’'s Form 470 did not describe and define

specific goods and services being requested prior to IBM’ s selection.

1.  QUESTIONSPRESENTED FOR REVIEW

El Paso fully complied with the Federal Communications Commission’s (“FCC” or
“Commission”) Form 470 posting requirements, and conducted a fully competitive bid process

according the state and federal law, and Commission rules. As shown below, El Paso chose IBM

12 Appended hereto as Attachment 3.
13 E| Paso Appedl.
4.



because IBM emerged as the most cost-effective choice to supply internal connections and
Internet access to the underprivileged children of El Paso County, Texas.

A. EL PASO COMPLIED WITH THE COMMISSIONS FORM 470
PROCESS

As El Paso explains in its Appeal, no RFP exists for Funding Y ear 2002.%° El Paso
asserts that while it posted a Form 470 for Funding Y ear 2002 to the SLD website in November
2001, it never issued an RFP. Therefore, El Paso was correct when it checked the “No” box for
guestions 9 and 10 on Form 470 verifying that it did not have an RFP specifying its request for
internal connections and Internet access service. Additionally this proves that El Paso could not
have relied upon an RFP for its decision to choose IBM as its service provider. Form 470 was
the only document in existence with which El Paso could solicit information and on which it
could base its decision. Thus, El Paso’s conduct complied with the Commissionis Form 470
process.

As explained in more detail below, El Paso originally selected IBM to provide internal
connections and Internet access services via an FCC-compliant, competitive process focusing on
finding the most cost-effective vendor for Funding Year 2001. El Paso posted a Form 470,
issued an RFP, solicited eight competitive bids, and selected IBM in a process that complied
with state and federal law and Commission precedent. The RFP clearly put bidders on notice
that the contract would be multi- year, beginning with a one-year contract followed by multiple
option years.'® Most tellingly, El Paso’s competitive selection process led to it receiving funding

from SLD for Funding Y ear 2001.

214,
162001 RFP at 1. Thefinal contract contains two option years. El Paso Appedl.



El Paso went out of its way to assure its contract remained competitive for Funding Y ear
2002 by posting a new Form 470 on the SLD’ s website, despite having no duty to do so.*’
According to the Florida Decision, school systems that post a service request on the SLD website
and successfully undertake a competitive bidding process may sign contracts with renewal
options with service providers.'® Also, the school systems may exercise the renewal options on
those contracts without any additional service request postings.'® El Paso’s only duty upon
undertaking a fresh posting was to carefully consider any bona fide responses to its Form 470.%°

However, according to El Paso, it received no responses sufficient to convince it not to
renew the IBM contract. Lacking new proposals, El Paso “conducted an internal review of
IC/IA Projects for Funding Y ear 2002 and discussed pricing in detail with IBM prior to its
decision to renew the contract. In fact, the pricing for the IC/1A Projects for Funding Y ear 2002
had been agreed upon by IBM and [El Paso], before the vote to renew the IBM relationship by
the Board of Trustees of [El Paso] and before the effective date of the 2002 contract.”?

Considering El Paso’s position as the holder of options on a multi- year contract, it went
the extra mile to ensure its contract situation remained competitive and cost-effective. Its actions
in Funding Y ear 2002 complied not only with state and federal procurement regulations, but

followed the letter of the Commission’s rules and decisions.

17 See Federal-Sate Board on Universal Service, 15 FCC Red 6732, 12 (Sept. 1, 1999)
(“Florida Decision™).

81d., 110.

¥d.

201d., 112.

21 E| Paso Appedl.



B. EL PASO FOLLOWED TEXAS PROCUREMENT LAW AND ACTED
CONSISTENT WITH THE POLICIESAND OBJECTIVESOF THE
COMMISSION IN CHOOSING THE MOST COST-EFFECTIVE VENDOR.

Under well-established FCC precedent, state and local procurement officials enjoy
““maximum flexibility to take service quality into account and to choose the offering . . . that
meets their needs ‘ most effectively and efficiently.””?> Commission rules and decisions have
consistently emphasized that state and local procurement officials must select the most cost-
effective alternative, taking into account price, quality, and other relevant factors, and that
determinations by those officials must be presumed proper absent evidence to the contrary. %3

The FCC has aso emphasized cost-effectiveness in specifically upholding an SLD
decision granting funding for Internet access services by a provider, even when the provider's
bid was arguably higher than the bid submitted by the protesting party.* In Request for Review
by the Department of Education of the State of Tennessee of the Decision of the Universal
Service Administrator, the Commission explained that “[i]nterpreting the Commission’s
competitive bid rules as requiring schools to select the lowest bid with little regard for the quality

of the services necessary to achieve technology goals would obviate the ‘ maximum flexibility’

22 Universal Service Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 9029-30, 1481 (emphasis added).

23Gee Letter to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, from R. Michael Senkowski, Wiley Rein &
Fielding LLP, White Paper — Review of Federal, Sate of Texas, and FCC E-Rate Procurement
Laws and Regulations (“White Paper”) at 36 (filed Apr. 24, 2003) (citing 47 C.F.R. 8 54.511(a)
(expressly authorizing state and local procurement officials to “consider relevant factors other
than the pre-discount prices submitted by providers’)); Universal Service Order, 12 FCC Rcd at
9029-30, 11481 (in addition to price, prior experience, past performance, personnel qualifications,
technical excellence, and management capabilities are factors that form a “reasonable basis’ for
evaluating whether an offer is cost-effective)).

24Request for Review by the Department of Education of the State of Tennessee of the Decision of
the Universal Service Administrator, 14 FCC Rcd 13734, 13738, 18 n.22 (1999) (“ Tennessee
Order”).



the Commission expressly afforded schools.”?® The Commission further emphasized that to give
schools “maximum flexibility”, quality must also be considered.?®
The Tennessee Order further explained that, absent contrary evidence, state procurement

processes can be relied upon to select the most cost-effective bid and that schools have strong
incentives to select the most cost-effective bid.?” The Commission stated:

[E]ven in those instances when schools do not have established

competitive bid procurement processes, the Administrator

generally need not make a separate finding that a school has

selected the most cost-effective bid. Such a finding is not generally

necessary because a school has an incentive to select the most cost -

effective bid, even apart from any procurement requirements,

because it must pay its pro rata share of the cost of the services
requested.®

The FCC emphasis on overall cost-effectiveness mirrors the principle of best value in
Texas and Federal procurement law, which El Paso followed in selecting IBM as the most cost
effective vendor. The Texas Education Code clearly requires Texas school districts to follow a
“best value” procurement system to determine a contract award.®

Texas procurement law also allows school districts to use a two-step approach to procure
professional and technical services.*® A school district (1) may select the most highly qualified

service provider, and then (2) may attempt to negotiate with that provider and get afair and

?°|d. at 13738, 8.

4.

2"|d. at 13739, 1 10.

28| d. (emphasis added).

29Gee TEX. EDUC. CODE § 44.031(8). The general “best value” approach and the specific “two-
step” procurement process for acquiring professional services are modeled on the federa
government’ s procurement laws and consistent with the ABA Model Procurement Code for State
and Loca Governments (“MPC”). See White Paper at 13.

30 See White Paper at 15 (citing MPC § 44.031(f) (citing TEX. Gov’T CODE § 2254.003)).



reasonable price.3! If the district cannot reach a satisfactory agreement with the most qualified
provider, it ends negotiations and moves on to the next most qualified provider until the most
cost-effective contract possible is executed.®?

El Paso renewed IBM’ s contract for Funding Y ear 2002 in accordance with procedures
the Commission laid out in the Florida Decision.®* As mentioned above, El Paso discussed price
in depth with IBM and decided on pricing prior to contract renewal. The contract was then
finalized.

El Paso used the two-step process in accordance with Texas and federa procurement law
to find the best value and sign the most cost-effective contract it could for Funding Y ear 2001.
The 2001 RFP states that upon evaluation a Letter of Intent would be issued to the “most
qualified firm as determined by El Paso....”* Asmentioned above, there were several criteria
including commitment to K-12 education, breadth, depth, and quality of resources that could be
brought to bear on the project, project management experience with large schools, and
significant overall experience and financial stability.* However, El Paso emphasized price
heavily. Vendors were admonished that “cost is a major consideration,” price is a*“major

factor,” and informed that “[i]t cannot be over emphasized how important this criterion [price] is

31 See White Paper at 16 (citing TEX. GOV' T CODE § 2254.004(a)).
321d. (citing Tex. GOV'T CODE § 2254.004(b-c)).

33 Qqupra 5-6.

34 2001 RFP at 3.

%1d. at 3-7.



to the potential success of any prospective bidders....”*® Infact, El Paso required each vendor to
include a pricing model as part of its phase one application. 3’

Once El Paso identified the most qualified vendor, a 30-day negotiation period would
start.3® If a cost-effective contract could be negotiated that represented the best value El Paso
could get, it would sign the first contract. If an acceptable contract could not be negotiated, El
Paso would contact the next most qualified candidate and attempt to negotiate a better deal.*°
Pursuant to this process El Paso negotiated with IBM and asserts that it signed the most cost-
effective contract possible.

In keeping with the Tennessee Order, El Paso asserts it has followed state and federal
procurement laws to the letter, and acted in keeping with Commission rules. To hold against El
Paso in this instance would constitute a repudiation of the Tennessee Order. This should not be
done at all, let alone retroactively.*° El Paso should not be penalized for arule change that is not
in place before it filed its applications for funding. **

C. THE SERVICES EL PASO SOUGHT WERE PROPERLY DEFINED IN
THE FORM 470.

SLD alleges that El Paso provided inadequate detail asto the services requested. Thisis

inaccurate. El Paso provided a“summary description” of services as requested in Block 2 of the

*®1d. a 6-7.

1d.a 7.

®1d. a 3.

¥ 1d.

40 See Request for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by
Williamsburg-James City County Public Schools, Williamsburg, VA, 14 FCC Rcd 20152 at 16
(October 15, 1999) (holding that where a school district did not know of a rule change prior to
submitting its application, the section affected is entitled to full funding).

4.

10



Form 470. For instance, El Paso indicated the particular types of telecommunication services
requested and the quantity of services: i.e., basic telephone service (POTS, Centrex, trunk) for 95
sites + 5 additional locations. On the IC/IA side, El Paso requested high bandwidth service
(56kb/s, ISDN, DSL, Frame Relay, fractional T-1, DS-1, DS-3, OC-3, ATM, satellite, MAN,
WAN, LAN interconnect) for 95 sites + 5 new.

This approach of listing a broad overview of potential servicesin the Form 470is
consistent with level of detail included in several applications the SLD funded this year. For
instance, Denver School District 1 sought “basic telephone service” for “146 sites’; San
Francisco Unified School District sought “basic telephone service (POTS, Centrex, trunk)” for
“up to 150 locations”; Kansas City School District sought “local and long distance services’ for
“all 80+ schools plus admin”; St. Louis School District sought “local and long distance svcs’ for
“113 schools plus admin”; and the Houston Independent School District sought “basic telephone
service (POTS, Centrex) for “350 buildings.”*?> None of the applicants described above referred
to an RFP. Thus, these applicants, none of whom selected IBM as their service provider, had
similar descriptions of services as El Paso, but they were granted SLD funding.*® The
Commission should not sanction such arbitrary and capricious treatment.

[1l. REQUEST FOR RELIEF

IBM respectfully requests that the Commission order SLD to fund fully El Paso’'s ERate
application. Additionally, IBM urges the Commission to expedite the appeals of El Paso and

other similarly situated school districtsin order to ensure the shortest possible wait for the

42 The Funding Y ear 2002 Form 470s and E-Rate Funding Commitments are appended hereto as
Attachment 4.

“3Moreover, the services described in the Form 470 were sufficiently detailed to allow service
providers to contact El Paso for additional information.

11



schoolchildren in need of the requested IC/IA services. In cases such as these, delays trandate

directly into lost learning opportunities.

Respectfully submitted,

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES

By: /¢ Clyde Rowe By: /s Suzanne Yelen
Clyde Rowe Suzanne Yelen
Todd Hutchen Peter J. McNulty
International Business Machines Corporation Wiley Rein & Fielding, LLP
6710 Rockledge Drive 1776 K Street, N.W.
Bethesda, MD 20817 Washington, DC 20006
301-803-2167 202-719-7000

Its Attorneys

May 9, 2003
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I, Peter J. McNulty, hereby declare that copies of the foregoing were delivered by U.S. mail or
through ECFS, this day, May 9, 2003, to the following:

Marlene H. Dortch

Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
TWA-A325

445 Twelfth Street, SW.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Clyde A. Pine, Jr.

Mounce, Green, Myers, Safi & Galatzan
P.O. Drawer 1977

El Paso, Texas 79950-1977

D. Scott Barash

Vice President and General Counsel
Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20037

/s/ Peter J. McNulty
Peter J. McNulty
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Form 470 Review Page 1 of 6

FCC Form Approval by OMB
3060-0806

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek so
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can
identify you as a potential customer and compete to serve you.

Please read instructions before completing. (To be completed by entity that wili negotiate with providers.)

Block 1: Applicant Address and ldentifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.)

Form 470 Application Number: 278530000321216

lAppIicant's Form ldentifier: Yrd-internalConn. |
|Application Status: CERTIFIED |
[Posting Date: 12/04/2000 |

Aliowable Confract Date: 01/01/2001
[Certification Received Date: 12/05/2000

e

1. Name of Applicant:
EL PASO INDEP SCHOOQL DISTRICT

2. Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number
07/01/2001 - 06/30/2002 142118

4. Applicant's Street Address, P.O.Box, or Route Number

A. Street

120 N. Stanton

City Zip Code SDigit Zip Code 4Digit
EL PASO 179901

b. Telephone number ext. C. Fax number

{915) 834- 5289 {915) 834-6747

d. E-mail Address

disingh episd.org

5. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)

£ Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying as
a library)

> Individual School (individual public or non-public school)

& School District (LEA;public or non-publicle.g., diocesan] local district representing
multiple schools)

" Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special
consortia)

||Ba. Contact Person’s Name: Dianna Singh

“ﬁb, Street Address, P.O.Box, or Route Number (if':iifferent from ltem 4)

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 5/8/2003



Form 470 Review Page 2 of 6

120 N. Stanton
City tate Zip Code SDigit Zip Code 4Digit
EL PASO X 79901

6C. Telephone Number (10 digits + ext)  (915) 834- 5289

6d. Fax Number (10 digits) {915) 834- 6747
6e. E-mail Address (50 characters max.) dlsingh@egisd.org

Block 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

]7 This Form 470 describes {check all that apply):

a. | Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each
funding year.

b. T~ Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form
470 must be filed for these services for each funding year.

[c. ¥  Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in Item 2.

d. [~ A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/97 but for which no Form 470 has been filed in
a previous program year.

NOTE: Services that are covered by a qualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
Item 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470. A qualified contract is a signed, written contract
executed pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed
on/before 7/10/97 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract.

8 I Telecommunications Services
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

a ©  YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via L. the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact fisted in item 11.

b < NO . 1 do not have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and guantity and/or capacity
(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at
sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and
remember that only common carrier telecommunications companies can provide these
services under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

9 [~ Internet Access
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking ?

a & YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is avaiiable on the Web at
or via I.. the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in item 11.

b o NO , | do not have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAllLasp 5/8/2003



JForm 470 Review Page 3 of 6

examples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

10 ¥ Internal Connections
Do you have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking ?

a O YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at

orvia I~ the Contact Person in item 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.
b  NO, I do not have an RFP for these services.
If you answered NO, you must list below the Internal Connections Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and guantity and/or capacity
(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible
Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Internal Connections
Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
iring la3 sites approx.
Routers, servers, switches, hubs, and upgrades 193 sites approx.
PBX, KSU, ARS, Console, components and
upgrades
ideo CODEC, MCU, MPEG encoder, multimedia
kit, PVBX, video group and desktop eqguipment
Maintenance/Instailation, on-site technical
support, documentation
ireless Service 90 sites approx.
ideo equipment 93 sites approx.
ATM Equipment 93 sites approx.
Hardware and upgrades for internal connections 193 sites approx.
internal Connection components 93 sites approx.
Operational software and upgrades, e-mail

|93 sites approx.

I93 sites approx.

93 sites approx.

93 sites approx.

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
details or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This

need not be the contact person listed in Item 6 nor the signer of this form.

Name: itle:

ack Johnston Administrator, Application Develoj
elephone number (10 digits +

915) 834 - 51886

Fax number
915) 834 -

12. I Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or local laws or regulations on how
or when providers may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe helow any such
restrictions or procedures, and/or give Web address where they are posted.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: If you have plans to purchase additional services in future
vears, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below {including the likely

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 5/8/2003



JForm 470 Review Page 4 of 6

time-framesz. I

Block 3: Technology Assessment

" Basic telephone service only: If your application is for basic local and long distance voice telephone
service only, check this box and skip to Item 16.

. JAlthough the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make
effective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Unless you indicated in Item 14 that your
application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through (e). You may
provide details for purchases being

a. Desktop communications software: Software required M has been purchased; and/or s being sought.

b. Electrical systerns: ¥  adequate electrical capacity is in place or has already been arranged; and/or W

upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers: a sufficient quantity of computers W has been purchased; and/or Mo being sought.

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements I have been made; and/or M are being
sought.

e. Staff development: ¥ all staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or ¥ training is being sought.

f. Additional details: Use this space to provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you
desire.

Block 4: Recipients of Service

16. Eligible Entities That Will Receive Service:

Check the ONE choice that best describes this application and the eligible entities that will
receive the services described in this application.

You must select a state if (b) or (¢) is selected: TX

a. T Individual school or single-site library: Check here, and enter the billed entity in Item 17.

b. { Statewide application (check all that apply):

™ All public schools/districts in the state:
i All non-public schools in the state:
" All libraries in the state:

If your statewide application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. T~ If checked, complete Item 18.

¢. £ School district, library system, or consortium application to serve multiple eligible sites:

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 5/8/2003
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Number of eligible sites 95

For these eligible sites, please provide the following

Prefixes associated with each area code
(first 3 digits of phone number)

separate with commas, leave no spaces

Area Codes
(list each unique area code)

915 [35T,496,532,533,53¢,542, 543, 544,545, 5

If your application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. [ If checked, complete Item

17. Billed Entities

f Entity Name “
EL PASQ INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT ]

Ineligible Participating I Entity
Entity Number Prefix

Block 8: Certification

19. The applicant includes:(Check one or both)

. ¥ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.S.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (253), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,
and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or
b. I libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are

ompletely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and
universities.

8. All of the individual schools, libraries, and library consortia
receiving services under this application are covered by:
. individual technology plans for using the services requested in the application
b. ¥ higher-level technology plans for using the services requested in the application
e. I~ no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

1. Status of technology plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both
a and b):
a. T technology plan(s) has/have been approved by a state or other authorized body.
b. ¥ technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.

.= no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only. .

2. W [ certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be used
solely for educational purposes and will not be soid, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other
ing of value.

http://www sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 5/8/2003
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23. ¥ 1recognize that support under this support mechanism is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ies) I
epresent securing access to all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and
lectrical connections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

4. ¥ 1 certify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that [ have
xamined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained
herein are true.

25. Signature of authorized person: 7

6. Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 12/04/2000
7. Printed name of authorized person: Dianna Singh
8. Title or position of authorized person: Support Specialist

9. Telephone number of authorized person: (915) 834 - 5289  ext.

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 5/8/2003
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Strategic Technology Solution Provider
Request for Proposal

1.0  General Scope and Purpose of Procurement

The purpose of this RFP is to select a strategic technology partner with the
competencies, expertise and resources necessary 10 assist El Paso ISD (EPISD) in
effectively infusing technology throughout the school district. The technology
infusion should result in significantly improved student achievement, and
improved administrative practices in support of teaching and learning.

EPISD is looking for a single vendor lo assist the District’s Technology and
Information Systems (TIS) unit with the implementation of technology at both a
technical and financial level.

The EPISD wishes to enter into a long-term strategic partnership with a
technology provider for the purpose of implementing, refining and supporting a
state-of-the-art technology infrastructure that will provide world-class technology
lo the students and suaff of EPISD. The selected provider will work under the
direction and supervision of the executive director for T1S.

This Strategic Technology Partnership agreement will _include, buf not be limued

to, E-rate_funded projects.  The selected vendor should be prepared to assist the
District with all aspects of the E-rate process and should demonstrate knowledge
and experience in dealing with E-ratc funded projects. All E-rate applications
will be submitzed using the successful bidder’s single SPIN number, Yendors
must provide their SPIN number 2s part of their response.

—

It is anticipated that the term of this partnership will be for a period of five (5)
years, which will include a contract for the first year. There will be four (4)
renewal option years with each option year to be awarded annually as a separaic
follow-on contract based on the previous year's performance. The decision 10
award an option year shall be based on_the availability of funding for the fiscal

year under consideration, school system needs, and Wﬂlé
decision will be at the sole discretion of Ei Paso ISD. The performance of the

technology provider on the previous year's scope of work will be measured
against the Methodology for Measuring Results described in Section

The work itself will consist of all aspects of technology implementation for which
El Paso 1SD desires to contract with the parines. The current technology program
calls for the installation of new technology equipment, software and services on
an on-gaing basis.

3.0, Selection Process, of this document. //—-/-_ﬁ “
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General Information

2.1

2.2

2.3

Eligible Offerors

Eligible offerors are any firms that are major technolopy implementation
providers and can demonstrate the required experience. financial stability,
necessary human resources and flexibility of service necessary to address

the District’s requirement.

Response Format

Each response will be reviewed to determine if it is compicte before
evaluation. Responses not containing the information requested will not be
considered. Responses will be evaluated according to the matenal and
substantiating evidence presented.

Legal Approach

Include a sample coutract and all other documents that would become a
part of the final contract.

Selection Process

3.1

32

33

Submission of Written Qualifications

El Paso ISD will review and evaluate the responses to the RFP in
accordance with the qualification evaluation critena identified herein.

General Requirements of Each Offeror

« Adherence to the requirements as provided as attachments 1o this RFP
by EPISD Purchasing
e Provide audited financial statements for the last two fiscal years

Orsl Interview

El Paso ISD reserves the right to conduct oral interviews with a select
short list of firms to fully discuss their qualifications for this project and to
answer questions posed by El Paso ISD staff. A final selection will be
based upon the evaluation of the written response, oral interviews (f
conducted) and a review of available references of the offeror. If an oral
interview is required, notification will be provided to each finahst a
minimum of five (5) days before the scheduled interview.
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3.4 Selection of the Strategic Technology Partner

El Paso 1SD will issne a Letter of Intent (LOI) to the most qualified firm
as determined by El Paso ISD, for this project. Under the LOI the
recommended firm and EPISD will negotiate a contract detailing
commitments, guarantees, methodology for measuring resuits, termination
procedures, fee structure, and any other legal requirement necessary o
execute a contract. If an _acceptable contract cannot be reached with the

selected offeror within thirty (30) days from thé date of the Letter of

{ntent, then the next highest ranked offeror may be contacted.

35  Methodology for Measuring Results

Particular attention should be paid to the development of your
methodology for Measuring Resuits. This will provide the basis of
evaluation for award or non-award of the follow-on option years under
this contract. Additionally, your Methodology for Measuring Results must
be sure 1o include those concemns detailed in Section 5.7 Pricing Model

and Cost Assurances.

EPISD Background

El Paso 1SD serves approximately 63,000 stdents. It 1 the 5th Jargest distnct in
the State of Texas and has 55 elementary, 15 middle, 10 high schools, and 7
special purpose schools for a total of 87 school sites.

El Paso ISD presently uses a hub-and-spoke wide area network (WAN)
configuration utilizing T-1 lines leased from Southwestern Bell. The hub is
Jocated at Education Center Boeing, 6531 Boeing Dnive.

Criteria for Selection of a Strategic Technology Partner

El Paso ISD has identified the factors ilemized in sections 5.1 10 section 5.7 as
critical to a company’s ability to effectively assist El Paso ISD infuse technology
and better prepare students to be successful citizens and productive workers in the
21w century. To be considered for evaluation, companies must provide reievant
responses to all sections of this RFP with particular attention to sections 5.1 - 5.7,

5.1  Availability and Quality of Resources
El Paso ISD (EPISD) is sceking a strategic technology partner that has the

depth, breadth and quality of resources necessary to complete all phases of
a broad technology and services project. In addition, the umely availability
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of these resources and related support elements will be cnitical to project
Success.

e Describe the various resources from your company that will be made
available to assist EPISD in the execution of its mission.

« Indicate the availability of each resource, e.g., full-time, part-time, or
as required.

e Indicate the availability of local resources to support EPISD.

e Indicate the anticipated use of out-of-town resources to support
EPISD.

» Provide sample resumes and related gxperience summaries 1o
demonstrate the competencies and experience of typical personnel who
would be assigned to the EPISD program.

Staff Development and Training

EPISD recognizes that a Staff Development plan, specifically designed to
meet the needs and requirements of the school district, is essential to the
success and growth of students, teachers and administrators.

A comprehensive staff development plan can offer services that will meet
the needs of technology implementation. Describe how your company
wouid implement an effective saff development and training program for
EPISD. Include a description of the training materials or aining manual
that would be produced and provided 10 EPISD for future use in a “mrain
the trainer” model. Also. describe your approach for class composition,
class size, raining location, instructors, scheduling, registration, etc.

Project Management/Systems Integration.

EPISD requites a project management function as part of the services
delivered by the strategic technology parmer. Service providers must
describe their competencies to manage and coordinate project activities,
resources. and communications. Service providers must address their
capabilities in areas to include but not limited to:

» Project management methodologies and tools
« Project planning and communications
o Quality assurance procedures

» Project mapagement experience with large school districts (50,000+

full timg sudents}

- e . - “ v ar
Project management experience as a single vendor or “prime SysSIems

integrator
» Project change conuol
e Methodology for measuring results
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The strategic technology partner will work closely with the EPISD project
manager 1o ensure successful project delivery, effective management of
project resources and efficient comumurnications between the service

provider and EPISD.

EPISD requires System Implementation services 1o be included as part of
those delivered by the strategic technology partner. EPISD’s continued
transiion to an integrated technology approach and migration to new
technologies will require the selected provider to take an enterprise focus
throughout project delivery. Service providers must describe their
approach to systems integration and capabilities to provide these services
with large school districts (50,000+ full ume students).

Technology Solutions

EPISD requires a network that will conunue to provide the District with a
modern, efficient and reliable network to support dara and will eventually
provide voice and video information transfer capabilities within and
external to the district buildings. Reliability and high performance are key
requirements of this networking plan, as the EPISD network has begun
and will continue to migrate (o the base which must support the
technology needs of the future. This networking requirement includes, but
not limited to, the following funcuonal components:

» Physical Infrastructure Plans for building wiring, fiber oplic
distribution {or leasing), wiring closets, patch panels, etc.

» Lopgical network designs such as swiiches, routers, galeways, eic.
including routings, protocols carned (LAN and WAN), and rationales
for such selections.

s Network and Distributed Systems management approach

« Video distribution plans, including coaxial cable, fiber optics, studio
equipment, switching and distribution equipment, satellite down links,
and operational requirements.

s Installation of Hardware and Support

e Asset management support for leased and purchased items.

e Intranet and Intermel access.

e User training required 0 integrate 1hese technologies into the
curriculum and administrative processes

Please describe your approach, qualifications, and industry experience in
the design and implementation of these network requirements in large

school districis.
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Commitment to K-12 Education

The responding providers must demonstrate 2 commitment to the K-12
education market. EPISD is interested in providers that understand the
technology, administrative, and instructional challenges facing today’s
educators, children and admimistrators. A demonstration of the provider’s
K-12 commitment should include but not be limated to:

« A description of your company's commstment to K-12 Education,

« Examples of your company's activities as evidence of its commilment
and support for K-12 Education.

» Explanation of the size. type, and location of your company’s relevant
activities.

e Description of your company’s commitment o work with local
contractors and business enlerprises.

Funding considerations

EPISD requires each vendor to address possible assisiance in_securing
funding for technology infusion throughout the school district. Respond
in general terms how such assistance will be provided and the funding
SOUrces.

In addition to general considerations, address the following items
concerning the vendor’s intent and capability to specifically provide
funding assistance.
« Identify components of the sample configuration that might receive
funding assistance
o Describe in detail what the level of assistance might be provided
« Provide a total amount of funding assistance anticipated for the
sample configuration
e Identify long-term considerations including the likelthood of multi-
year funding assistance and the comwmitment of the vendor to
provide such services to EPISD
o Identify how much effort will be required by EPISD in obtaming
this funding
e  What costs will EPISD incur to achieve funding assistance
e Provide at least references where the District / vendor partmership
has been successful in securing funding for technology projects

Pricing Model and Cost Assurances

As with any project, cost is a major consideration. EPISD understands that
a strategic parmership as described tn this RFP, does not aliow for firm
fixed pricing, as the specific scope of work necessary for such pncing is
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impossible to ascertain. Additionally, EPISD wants 10 enter a partnership
with the best available company or organization and recogmzes that the
“pest” is not always provided by the “low bid”. Prospective bidders
should note that this RFP does not require 2 firm fixed price, a cost plus
proposal, or any other specific cost information. However, it is vitally
important that EPISD get value for its dollar and be able to demonsirate
this 1o the taxpayers of EPISD. Conse ently, prospective bidders are

required to provide a proposed pri ifig model that will:

» Be able to demonstrate throughout the Jife of the contract that the costs
associated with this partnership are within normal and customary
charges for the type of service provided.

» Be simple to administer as specific scopes of work are developed.

o Meet all statutory requirements for record keeping, reporting and
auditing of public funds.

« Be flexible in working within established budgets.

Bidders are encouraged to provide any additional ideas, concerns Or
suategies for accomplishing the above.

It cannot be over emphasized how important this criteron is_to_the
potential success of any prospective bi nd your particular atiention

fo providing a uniquc and workable implementation is  strongly

recommended. This criterion will be a major_factor in evaluating the
contractor’s previous year's performance for determining the annual
renewal/non renewal of this contract.

Contingent upon negotiations with the selected vendor, a specific pnce
quote may be required ypon completion of the final negotiated contract for

the E-rate cligible projects. This - nformation will e submitted on

EPISD's 471 application.  Specific pricing will be required for any
addiuonal projects.

Other Vendor Attributes

EPISD has also determined that a company’s background, caperience, and
financial stability are essential for the svccess of a long-term strategic
relationship with its selected Strategic Technology Partner . In addition, the
satisfaction of clients with the quality and cost effectiveness of services
and products provided by the vendor is also critically important. Vendors
responding to this RFP should include information about their company’s
experience, financial stability, and quality of services and producls, m
addition o cost effectiveness of ther services and products and
satisfaction of their clients.
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A minimum of three (3) references must be provided. Preferred references
would be other large school districts. Vendors must provide project scope
and contact information.

Proposal Evaluation Model

A committee designated to evaluate the responses to this RFP will select
up to W&Thc finalists may be required to present
and answer questions regarding their RFP responses. The committee will
select a single vendor to recommend as EPISD’s Strategic Technology

Pariner from the finalists.

EPISD reserves the right to select outright a Strategic Technology Partner,
and 1o waive the finalisStage of the evaluation process in the event a
stal points scgred significantly higher than all the other

»

ding to this K]

EPISD at its sole discretion may accept or reject any or all responses to
this RFP and may waive all formalities, technicalities and urcgulanties.
All bidders are placed on notice that award of this RFP will be based upon
the products and services best suited to EPISD. The sole judgment of

EPISD on such matters shall be final.
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Approval by OMB

FCC Form
3060-0866

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek so that this
data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can identify you as a
potential customer and compete to serve you.
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Funding Year 2002 E-Rate Funding
Commitments and Form 470s for:

Denver School District 1
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Houston Independent School District




E-Rate Funding Commitments

Page 1 of 1

State: CO  Funding Year: 2002

SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Applicant DENVER

Service Address City Zip $ Amount  Wave Discount (%}
INTERNAL

CONNECTIONS 900 GRANT ST DEN\{ER 80203 $13,040,318.97 19 30

INTERNET ACCESS 900 GRANT ST DENVER 80203 ' $56,114.52 19 77

TELCOMM

SERVICES 900 GRANT ST DENVER 80203 $1.016.93649 19 77

Sum $14,113,371.98

$14,113,371.98

Return to Automated Search of Commitments

Click here to access the Automated Search of Commitments

FAQs

Get Help!

http://www.sl universalservice.org/funding/FCResult.asp

4/29/2003



Form 470 Review  « Page 1 of 6

Approval by OMB
3060-0806

FCG Form
Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Respense: 5.0 hours

This form is designed $o help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek so
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can

identify you as a potential customer and compete to serve you.
{To e completed by entity that will negotiate with pzoviéers.)

Please read instructions before completing.

Block 1: Applicant Address and Identifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.)

Form 470 Application Number: 113130000372027

|

Applicant's Form Identifier: _7/1/2002 |
l

|

—

Application Status: CERTIFIED

Posting Date: 11/14/2001
Allowable Contract Date:  12/12/2001

lCertification Received Date: 11/15/2001

1. Name of Applicant: I
DENVER SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

2. Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number
07/01/2002 - 06/30/2603 142154
4, Applicant's Street Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number

3. Street
1900 GRANT ST
ity State Zip Code 5Digit Zip Code 4Digit
DENVER Q 30203 2507
axt. €. Fax number i

b. Telephone number
(303) 764- 3200

d. E-mail Address
bbullard@dpski2.org

5. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)
© Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying as

(303) 764-3774

a library)
|ndividual School (individual public or non-public school)

& School District (LEA;public or non-public[e.g., diocesan] local district representing

multiple schools)

" Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special
consortia)

lﬁa. Contact Person’s Name: Bud Bullard

"6&3. Stroet Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number (if different from item 4)

ht{p:f/www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAil .asp 4/29/2003
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T 780 Grant St. I
| City State Zip Code SDigit Zip Code 4Digit
Denver cO 80203 2907

. BC. Telephone Number (10 digits + ext.) {303} 764- 3222
' d. Fax Number {10 digits) (303) 764- 3774

& Ge. £-mail Address (50 characters max.) bbullard@dpsk12.0rg
. —— ST —

Block 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

[7 This Form 470 describes (check all that apply):
a. ¥ Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each
funding year.

b. ¥ Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form
470 must be filed for these services for each funding year.

c. ¥ Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in ltem 2.

4. [ A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/97 but for which no Form 470 has been filed in
a previous program year.

NOTE: Services that are covered by a gualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
item 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470. A qualified contract is a signed, written contract
executed pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed

on/before 7/10/97 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract.
| L SO ——

8 ¥ Telecommunications Services
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

i

YES. | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via I the Contact Person in Item 6 or [ the contact listed in Item 11.

b © NO,!donot have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.

Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and quantity and/or capacity

(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at
sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and

remember that only common carrier telecommunications companies can provide these

services under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Cuantity and/or Capacity:
Basic Telephone Service 146 Sites

Cellular Service |Cell Service for 2000 Staff
146 Sites

146 Sites

8 Locations

High Capacity Service - 90 Sites

1ISDN 146 Sites

Long Distance Service & Charges Centralize for 148 Sites
Paging Service |Paging for 1500 Empioyees
Wide Area Network (WAN) AT&T Inet for 35 Sites

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 4/29/2003
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ireless Wide Area Network iWiretess WAN for & District Sites
Professional Services

9 ¥ internet Access
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

2 " YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at

or via [ the Contact Person in Item 6 or I”_ the contact listed in item 11.
b * NO,!do not have an RFP for these services. -
if you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www sl .universalservice.org for
examples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
Basic Unbundled Access 146 Sites Centralized Support
Bundled Access 146 Sites Centralized Support

10 ¥ Internal Connections
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

a ©° YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via [ the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.
b & NO, I do not have an RFP for these services.
lif you answered NO, you must list below the Internal Connections Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and quantity and/or capacity

(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible
Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible internal Connections
Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
. 146 Sites
Cabinet Mounted Power Strips 146 Sites
146 Sites
8 Sites
Local Area Network {LAN) 146 Sites
Maintenance 146 Sites
12 Sites
148 Sites
146 Sites
146 Sites
146 Sites
ireless Local Area Network 146 Sites
iring, Internal 146 Sites

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
details or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This

need not be the contact person listed in ltem 6 nor the signer of this form.

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 4/29/2003
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itle:
Manager of Data and Voice Communications

Telephone number (10 digits +
{(303) 764 - 3222

Eax humber
(303) 764 -

E-mail Address (50 characters max.)
bbullard@dpsk12.org

12. ¥ Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or tocal laws or regutations on how
or when providers may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe below any such
restrictions or procedures, and/or give Web address where they are posted.
Tabor Amendment listed on the www.aclin.org/webtele/form470.htm Web Site: "A Colorado
Constiutional Amendment prohibits public schools and libraries from entering into multiple-
year financial obligations, such as muiti-year contracts, without pre-allocation of the funds
unless the local voters have previously approved such an obliation. [Colo. Const. Article X,
Section 20{4)(b}] However, funding agreements, including multi-year contracts, that are subject
to annual appropriations by a governing board, such as a school board, generally are allowed
and are not subject to this constitutional provision since the governing board decides each
year to make a particular expenditure”.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: If you have plans to purchase additional services in future
years, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below (including the likely
time-frames),

I Block 3: Technology Assessment ]

14. [ Basic telephone service only: IT your application is for basic local and long distance voice telephone
service only, check this box and skip to Item 16.

. [Although the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make
effective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Unless you indicated in Item 14 that your
application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through (e). You may|
srovide details for purchases being sought. :

a. Desktop communications software: Software required P has been purchased; and/or " is being sought.

b. Electrical systems: ¥ adequate electrical capacity Is in place or has already been arranged; and/or - &
upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers: a sufficient quantity of computers W has been purchased; and/or 7' is being sought,

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements ¥ have been made; and/or [ are being
sought.

e. Staff development: ¥ al} staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or I~ training is being sought.

f. Additional details: Use this space to provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you
desire.

r Bleck 4: Recipients of Service l

hetp:/fwww.sl .universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 4/29/2003
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17. Billed Entities

[ - Entity Name Entity Number l
142154 ]

e rr— M
18. Incligible Entities

Entity || Area
Number ' Code Prefix ..‘

Ineligible Participating
Entity

Block 5: Certification

19, The applicant includes;(Check one or both)

.. ¥ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.S.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (25), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,
nd do not have endowments exceeding $50 miilion; and/or

b. I7 Iibraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are
completely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and
universities.

20. All of the individual schools, libraries, and library consortia

receiving services under this application are covered by:

2. I individual technology plans for using the services requested in the application

b. W higher-level technology plans for using the services requested in the application .

e. I no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

1. Status of technology plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both
a and b):

a, ¥ technology plan{s) has/have been approved by a state or other authorized body.

b. I technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.

e. I no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only. .

2. 1certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be used
olely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other
thing of value.

3. ¥ 1 recognize that support under this support mechanist is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ics) I
represent securing access 1o all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and
electrical connections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

24. 7 1 certify that | am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that { have
examined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained
herein are true.

25, Signature of authorized person: W

26, Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 1171472001

hitp://www.sl.universalservice.org/ form470/ReviewAll.asp 4/29/2003
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27, Printed name of authorized person: Dr. Jerome Wartgow

28. Title or position of authorized person: Superintendent

29, Telephone number of authorized person: (303) 764 - 3300

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 4/29/2003



E-Rate Funding Commitments

Page 1 of 1

State: CA  Funding Year: 2002

Applicant SAN FRANCISCO UNIF SCHOOL DIST

Service Address Ciry Zip S Amount  Wave Discount (%4}
INTERNAL
DO ENECTIONS 555 FRANKLIN STREET SAM FRANCISCO 84102 $217,494.00 13 90
INTERNET ACCESS 555 FRANKLIN STREET SAN FRANCISCO 94102 $4536000 @ 70
TELCOMM
SERVICES 555 FRANKLIN STREET SAN FRANGISCO 94102 $862,29360 © 70
Sum $1,125,147.60
Total $1,125,147.50
Return to Automated Search of Commitments
Click here to access the Automated Search of Commitments
FAQs
Get Help!
472972003

http:/fwww.sl.universalservice.org/funding/FCResult.asp
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Form 470 Review
FCC Form Approval by OMB
3060-0808
Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested

and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek so
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can

identify you as a potential customer and compete to serve you.

Please read instructions before completing. {To be completed by entity that will negotiate with providers.}

Block 1: Applicant Address and Identifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.)

]Form 470 Application Number: 669180000401176

IApplicant's Form identifier:
Application Status: CERTIFIED
Posting Date: _12/14/2001
[Alowabie Contract Date: _01/11/2002 |
[Certification Received Date: _12/14/2001

4. Name of Applicant:

SAN FRANCISCO UNIF SCHOOL DIST

2. Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number
0710112002 - 06/30/2003 144152

4. Applicant's Street Address, P.C.Box, or Route Number

a,. Street

555 Franklin Street
Izip Code 4Digit

ity
ISAN FRANCISCO

b. Telephone number C. Fax number

(415) 241- 6169 (415) 241- 6380

. E-mail Address
bmanson@esp.sfusd.edu
. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)
Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying as
a library)
€ individual School  (individual public or non-public school)
& School District (LEA;public or non-publicle.g., diocesan] local district
representing multiple schools)
©  Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special
onsortia) :
Ika. Contact Person's Name: Bruce Manson

http://www.sl.universalsewice.org/fonntl?{}/ReviewAlI.asp 3/26/2003
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I6h. Street Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number {if different from Item 4}
555 Franklin Street
City State 7ip Code SDigit 7ip Code 4Digit
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102 5207
C o se. Telephone Number (10 digits » ext)  (415) 241- 6168
© Bd. Fax Number (10 digits} (415) 241- 6380
% Ge. E-mail Address {50 characters max.] bmanson@esp.sfusd.edu
MWWM__M__MW_N——-———@-———————-——
! Biock 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

i? This Form 470 describes {check all that apply):

a. 7 Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each
funding year.

b. ¥ Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form
470 must be filed for these services for each funding year.

c. ¥ Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in ltem 2.

d. [ A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/97 but for which no Form 470 has been filed in a
previous program year.
NOTE: Services that are covered by a gualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
ltem 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470. A qualified contract is a signed, written contract
executed pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed
on/before 7/10/97 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract,

8 [ Telecommunications Services
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP} that specifies the services you are seeking

2 T YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via [ the Contact Person in ltem 6 or [ the contact listed in item 11.
b & NO,!do not have an RFP for these services.
if you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at
sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and

remember that only common carrier telecommunications companies can provide these

ervices under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: uantity and/or Capacity:
basic telephone service (POTS, Centrex, trunk) [Up to 150 locations
long distance, calling cards Up to 150 locations
high bandwidth service (56kbis, ISDN, DSL, Frame
relay, fractional T-1, DS-1, DS-3, 0OC-3, ATM,
atellite, MAN, WAN, LAN interconnect
ireless service (cellular, PCS, paging, LAN, WAN JUp to 150 locations
ideo service, interactive TV, distance learning lUp to 150 locations

Up to 150 locations

maintenance/instailation {inside wire .
maintenance) tip to 150 locations
internet 2 [Up to 150 locations

http://www.sl .universalservice.org/formd470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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Form 470 Review
homework hotline service [Up to 150 locations
dark fiber, professional services Up to 150 locations

9 ¥ Internet Access

Do you have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that sp ecifies the services you are seeking ¢

a ©°  YES, I have an RFP, Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via I the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.

b & NGO, ! do not have an RFP for these services. .
if you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www sl.universalservice.org for
examples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function; Quantity and/or Capacity:
internet access (bundled, unbundled) Jup to 150 locations

lUp to 150 locations
high bandwidth service (56kb/s, ISDN, DSL, Frame
relay, fractional T-1, DS-1, DS-3, 0OC-3, ATM, Up to 150 locations
satellite, MAN, WAN, LAN interconnect)
maintenance/installation JUp to 150 locations
e-mail [Up to 150 locations

onstruction costs, contingency fees, leasing .
hrofessional services, per diem, travel time Up to 150 locations

pecifies the services you are seeking :

YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via I the Contact Person in ltem 6 or £ the contact listed in tem 11.

b & NO,1ido not have an RFP for these services.
if you answered NO, you must fist below the Internal Connections Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible
Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Internal Connections
Services. Add additional lines if needed. _

BService or Function: Quantity andior Capacity:
iring (Cat3, Cat5, coax, fiber, conduit, wiring
accessories)

routers, servers, switches, hubs and upgrades [Up to 150 locations
PBX, KSU, ARS, console, components and .
upgrades, voice compression Fr)rmclule, VIC, VolP IUP to 150 locations
ideo CODEC, MCU, MPEG encoder, PVEX, video
roup and desktop equipment, EMMI
maintenancel/instaliation, technical support, .
documentation, extended warranty PP IUP to 150 locations
ireless service, LAN jUp to 150 locations
ideo equipment (broadband amplifier, cable box
and modem

ll}p to 150 locations

IUp to 150 locations

Up to 150 locations

http://www.si.universaisen’ice.org/fonn470/ReviewAH.asp 3/26/2003
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TM equipment {edge device, EMMI) [Up to 150 locations
hardware and upgrades for internal connections

(CSU/DSU, antenna, tape backup, line sharing
evice, media converter, modem, monitor, {Up to 150 locations

multiplexing, satellite dish, TA, terminai server,
UPS, zip drive, DIMM, transceiver)

internal connections components {(backup power
upply and batteries, cabinets, and power strips,
ircuit card, ethernet card, graphics card, hard {Up to 150 locations
disk array controller, RAID, MAU, NiC, SNMP
module, multiport serial card)

perational software and upgrades, e-mail
oftware, client access licenses, programming  |Up to 150 locations
and configuration charges '
onstruction costs, contingency fees, leasing
rofessional services, per diem, travel time

Up to 150 locations

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
Rdetails or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This

need not be the contact person listed in item 6 nor the signer of this form.

Name: itle:
Bruce Manson Director of Special Projects

elephone number (10 digits + ext.)
415) 241 - 6169

Fax number
{415) 241 - 6038

E-mail Address (50 characters max.)
bmanson@esp.sfusd.edu

42. I Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or jocal laws or regulations on how
or when providers may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe below any such
estrictions or procedures, andfor give Web address where they are posted.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: If you have plans to purchase additional services in future
vears, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below (including the likely time-

‘ Block 3: Technology Assessment

ervice only, check this box and skip to Item 16,

ithough the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make
effective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Uniess you indicated in ltem 14 that your
application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through {€). You may
50U

http:/fwww.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAllLasp 3/26/2003
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a. Desktop communications software: Software required IZ  has been purchased; and/or J# s being sought.

b. Electrical systems: "0 adequate electrical capacity is in place or has already been arranged; and/or W
upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers: a sufficient quantity of computers I has been purchased; and/or ¥ is being sought.

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements 7 have been made; and/or ¥ are being sought.

¢. Staff development: I~ all staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or ¥ training is being sought.

f. Additional details: Use this space to provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you
desire.

Block 4: Recipients of Service

16. Eligible Entities That Will Receive Service:

Check the ONE choice that best describes this application and the eligible entities that will
receive the services described in this application.

You must select a state if (b) or (¢) is selected: CA

a. € Individual school or single-site fibrary: Check here, and enter the billed entity in Item 17.

b. € Statewide application (check all that apply):

[T All public schools/districts in the state:
I~ All non-public schools in the state:
I All libraries in the state:

If your statewide application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. T If checked, complete Item 13.

¢. & Schoof district, library system, or consortium application to serve muitiple eligible sites:

Number of eligible sites 150

For these eligible sites, please provide the following

Prefixes associated with each area code
(first 3 digits of phone number)

separate with commas, leave no spaces

Area Codes
(list each unique area code)

415 [41, 242,263,291,330, 452,469,522, 695, 7¢

If your application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. [} If checked, complete ltem 18,

hitp://www.si.universalservice.org/form470/Rf:viewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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17. Billed Entities

Entity Name I Entity Number j

SAN FRANCISCO UNIF SCHOOL DIST [ 144152 l

18. Ineligible Entities

Ineligible Participating || Entity
Entity Number Prefix

I Block 5: Certification

19. The applicant includes:(Check one or both)

a. ¥, schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and

Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.5.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (25), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,

and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or

b. [ libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
ibrary Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are
ompletely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and

niversities.

0. All of the individual schools, libraries, and library consortia
receiving services under this application are covered by:
a. [ individual technology plans for using the services requested in the application
b. ¥ higher-level technology plans for using the services reguested in the application
.= no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

71. Status of technology plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both

a and b):
a. ¥ technology plan(s) hasthave been approved by a state or other authorized body.

b. [ technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.
e. [ no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only. .

22. I 1 certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.8.C. Sec. 254 will be used
solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other

ing of value.
3. W' 1recognize that support under this support mechanism is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ies) 1

epresent securing access to all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical
onnections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

4. ¥ 1 certify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that | have
examined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained

therein are true,

25, Signature of authorized person: 2

26. Date (mm/dd/yyyyy: 07/14/20601

hutp://www.sl universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAllasp 3/26/2003
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7. Printed name of authorized person: Bruce Manson

8. Title or position of authorized person: Director of Special Projects

9. Telephone number of authorized person: {415) 241 - 6169 ext.

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003




E-Rate Funding Commitments

Page 1 of 1

State: MO Funding Year: 2002

Applicant

KANSAS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Service Address Ciry Zip S Anmount Wave Discount (%)
INTERNAL

CONNECTIONS 1211 MCGEE STREET KANSAS CITY 84106 $23,565,388.37 17 90

TELCOMM

SERVICES 1211 MCGEE STREET KANSAS GITY 64106 $1,768,659.60 17 85

Sum $25,334,047.97

Total $25,334,047.97

Return to Automated Search of Commitments

FAQs

Click here to access the Automated Search of Commitments

Get Help!

http://www.sLuniversalservice.org/funding/FCResult.asp

4/29/2003
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FGC Form Approval by OMB
3060-0306

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimaled Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek so
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can
identify you as a potential customer and compete to serve you.

Please read instructions before completing. (To be completed by entity that will negotiate with providers.)

Block 1: Applicant Address and identifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.}

&orm 470 Application Number: 233480000378235
!;\ppiicant's Form identifier: MOKCMSD.47001.2002
Application Status: CERTIFIED
Posting Date: 11/20/2001

[Allowable Contract Date: _12/18/2001
[Certification Received Date: 11/20/2001

000000000 " P

1. Name of Applicant:
KANSAS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

2. Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number

07/01/2002 - 06/30/2003 137143
4. Applicant's Street Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number

. Street

241 MCGEE STREET

ity tate ip Code 5Digit ip Code 4Digit
KANSAS CITY MO 4106 2416

b. Telephone number ext. ©. Fax number

{816) 418- 7000 (816) 418- 7831

. E-mail Address
norwood@email.kemsd.k12.mo.us

. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)
€ Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying as
fibrary)
£ Individual School  (individual public or non-public school)
& School District (LEA;public or non-publicle.g., diocesan) local district
representing multiple schools) E
. Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special
onsortia)
][Sa. Contact Person's Name: Elonia Norwood

http://www.si.universaiservice.org/form470/ReviewAil.asp 3/26/2003
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Form 470 Review
IGb. Street Address, P.0O.Box, or Route Number {if different from item 4) . ‘
1211 MCGEE STREET
City tate Zip Code SDigit Zip Code 4Digit
KANSAS CITY MO 64106 2416
€ Be. Telephone Number (10 digits + ext)  (816) 418- 7000
" 6d. Fax Number (10 digits) (816} 418- 7631 I
' Ge. E-mail Address (50 characters max.) enorwood@email.kemsd.k12.mo.us : l

Block 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

7 This Form 470 describes {check all that apply):
a. ¥ Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each
funding vear.
b. ¥ Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form
470 must be fited for these services for each funding year.

IE W Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in ltem 2.

d. ¥ A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/97 but for which no Form 470 has beenfiledina
previous program year.

NOTE: Services that are covered by a gualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
item 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470. A qualified contract is a signed, written contract
executed pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed
on/before 7/40/87 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract.

8 ¥ Telecommunications Services
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that sp ecifies the services you are seeking

a ' YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: it is avaitable on the Web at
or via I~ the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11,

b ¢ NO , | do not have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at
'sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and
remember that only common carrier telecommunications companies can provide these
ervices under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function; Quantity andlor Capacity:
Local and Long Distance Services All 80+ Schools plus admin
As needed to support instruction

Data Svcs (DSL, FIR, ATM) To connect all schools plus admin center

High Bandwidth Svcs (T1 etc) Selected schools plus admin
OnPremise Equipment for End to End Sves 80+ schools plus admin
Distance Learning 80+ schools plus admin

Eligible Video and other services 80+ schools plus admin
As needed to reach selected schools

hittp://www.sl .universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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9 ¥ Internet Access
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services vou are seeking 7

a ©°  YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via [ the Contact Person in Item 6 or E the contact listed in ltem 11.

b * NO,Ido not have an RFP for these services.

if you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for
examples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
High speed Internet Access [80+ Schools plus admin
Dial up data access As needed

AN Services As Needed

10 ¥ Internal Connections
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

YES. | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: it is available on the Web at
or via [ the Contact Person in item 6 or I~ the contact listed in itern 11,

b & NO . I do not have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Internal Connections Services you seek.

Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and quantity and/or capacity

(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible

Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Internal Connections

Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
{80+ Schoois plus admin
Network Electronics (LAN/WAN) [80+ Schools plus admin
elephone Systems [0+ Schoois plus admin
File Servers & Internet Servers [80+ Schools plus admin
igibie Maintenance Services [80+ Schools plus admin
|80+ Schools plus admin
ideo and other eligible services [0+ Schools plus admin
Q1P Selected Schools plus admin
Eligibie Applications Software Selected Schools plus admin
Eligible Professional Services Selected Schools plus admin
UPS and other sligible hardware Selected Schools plus admin

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
details or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This

need not be the contact person listed in ltem 6 nor the signer of this form.

Name: itle:
Dennis Peterson echnical Services Manager

elephone number (10 digits + ext.)
(816) 418 - 7141

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/formd70/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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Fax number
(816} 418 - 7104

=-mail Address (50 characters max.)
dpeterso@email.kcmsd.k12.mo.us

12. I Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or local iaws of regulations on how
or when providers may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe below any such
restrictions or procedures, and/or give Web address where they are posted.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: |f you have plans to purchase additional services in future
ears, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below (including the likely time-

Block 3: Technology Assessment

. [Although the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make
flective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Unless you indicated in ltem 14 that your
application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through (). You may
provide details for purchases being

a. Desktop communications software: Software required B has been purchased; and/or M is being sought.

b. Electrical systems: I adequate electrical capacity is in place or has already been arranged; and/or I
upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers; a sufficient quantity of computers I has been purchased; and/or W is being sought.

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements ¥ have been made; and/or ¥ are being sought.

e. Staff development: ¥ all staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or ¥ training is being sought.

f. Additiona) details: Use this space to provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you ’

desire.

Block 4: Recipients of Service

_ Eligible Entities That Will Receive Service:

Check the ONE choice that best describes this application and the eligible entities that will
receive the services described in this application.

You must select a state if (b) or (c) is selected: MO

a, € Individual school or single-site library: Check here, and enter the billed entity in ltem 17.

b. 7 Statewide application (check all that apply):

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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7 All public schools/districts in the state:
[ Al non-public scheols in the state:
[T All libraries in the state:

If your statewide application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. i If checked, complete ftem 18.

¢. &= School district, library system, or consortium application to serve multiple eligible sites:

Number of eligible sites 93

For these eligible sites, please provide the following

Prefixes associated with each area code

tist eac::: izd:jea code) {first 3 digits of phone number)
\ 4 separate with commas, leave no spaces
816 J418,435,871

1f your application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. [ If checked, complete Item 18.

17. Billed Entities

f Entity Name Entity Number I
[KANSAS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 137143 ;

18. Ineligible Entities

Ineligible Participating | Entity

Entity Number

Block 5: Certification

19. The applicant includes:(Check one or both)
¥ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and
Secondary Fducation Act of 1965, 20 1J.8.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (25), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,
d do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or
b. I~ libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are
ompletely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and

niversities.

0. All of the individual schools, libraries, and library consoriia
recciving services under this application are covered by:
. I individual technology plans for using the services requested in the application
b. ¥ higher-level technology plans for using the services requested in the application
.7 notechnology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

http://www.sl universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp : 3/26/2003
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1. Status of technology plans (if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both
2 and b):

. technology plan(s) has/have been approved by a state or other authorized body.
b. I technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.
c. I no technology plan needed; application requests basic lecal and long distance telephone service enly. .

2. ¥ 1 certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be used
solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other
ing of value.

3. ¥ 1 recognize that support under this support mechanism is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ies) I
epresent securing access io all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical
onnections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

4, ¥ 1 certify that T am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that I have
xamined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained
erein are true.

5. Signature of authorized person: 73

6. Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 11/20/2001
7. Printed name of authorized person: Elonia Norwood
8. Title or position of authorized person: Exec Director of Info Tech Sves

9, Telephone number of authorized person: (816) 418 - 7103 ext

http:// www. sl universalservice org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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State: MO  Funding Year: 2002

Applicant

ST LOUIS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Service Address City Zip S Amount  Wave Discount (%)
INTERNAL
P ONNECTIONS 801 N 11TH STREET SAINT LOUIS 63101 $4,231,643.07 26 6
INTERNAL
D ONNEETHONS 801 N 11TH STREET SAINT LOUIS 63101 $3,728,213.00 21 80
TELCOMM
SEmvioES 801 N 11TH STREET SAINT LOUIS 63101 5§2,060,720.87 21 86
Sum $10,830,576.94
Total $10,930,576.94
Return to Automated Search of Commitments
Click here to access the Automated Search of Commitments
FAQs
Get Help!
hitp://www.sl.universalservice.org/funding/F CResult.asp 4/29/2003
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FCC Form Approval by OMB
3060-0806

Schools and Libraries Universal Service

470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecormmunications-related services you seek so
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers ¢an
identify you as a potential customer and compete {o serve you.

Please read instructions before completing. {To be compieted by entity that will negoliate with providers.)

Block 1: Applicant Address and Identifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.)

Form 470 Application Number:  788860000378260

Applicant’s Form Identifier: MOSLPS.47001.2002

[appiication Status: CERTIFIED

[Posting Date: _11/16/2001
l[Atiowable Contract Date: _12/14/2001

Certification Received Date; 11/19/2001

%Name of Applicant:

$T LOUIS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

2. Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number
07101/2802 - 06/30/2003 136902

4. Applicant's Street Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number

ja. Street
HCity
SAINT LOUIS

b. Telephone number

(314) 345- 2250

C. Fax number

{314) 345- 2663

E-mail Address
peter.mcgehag@slps.org
. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)

. Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying as

a library)
T |ndividual School (individual public or non-public school)

& School District (LEA:public or non-publicfe.g., diocesan] local district

representing multiple schools)
L‘” Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special

onsortia)
||Ba. Contact Person's Name: Peter McGehee

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/formé?OfReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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!Bb. Street Address, P.0.Box, or Route Number {if different from hem 4)
2 801 N 11th STREET

City tate [Zip Code 5Digit Zip Code 4Digit
SAINT LOUIS Mo  [63101

¥} BC. Telephone Number (10 digits + ext)  (314) 345- 2250

' §d. Fax Number (10 digits) (314) 345- 2664

-

6e. E-mail Address (50 characters max.} peter.mcgehee@slps.org
I e ool bl b ool it B b bicieiored ko — bl WAoot

Block 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

{7 This Form 470 describes (check all that apply):

a. ¥, Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract, A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each
funding year.

b. ¥  Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form
470 must be filed for these services for each funding year.

c. ¥ Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in tem 2.

d. [ A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/97 but for which.no Form 470 has been filed in a
previous program year.
NOTE: Services that are covered by a qualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
Itemn 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470. A qualified contract is a signed, written contract

sxecuted pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed
on/before 7/10/97 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract.

a © YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: 1t is available on the Web st
or via I the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.

b % NO, | do not have an RFP for these services,
If you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at

.sl.universaiservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and
remember that only common carrier telecommunications'’companies can provide these

ervices under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: C(luantity and/or Capacity:
Local and Long Distance Svcs 113 Schools plus Admin
Cellular and Paging Svcs 113 Schools plus Admin
Data Sves (DSL, F/IR, ATM) 113 Schools plus Admin

igh Bandwidth Sves (T1, OC3 etc) 113 Schools plus Admin
On Premise equip for End to End Sves Selected Schools plus Admin
Distance Learning Selected Schools plus Admin
Selected Schools plus Admin
Selected Schools plus Admin

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAllLasp 3/26/2003
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9 ¥ Internet Access
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking 7

a O YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: it is available on the Web at
or via [ the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I- the contact listed in ltem 11.
b # NO . 1do not have an RFP for these services,
If you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity

(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for

lexamples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:

High Speed Access 100+ Schools plus Admin

Dial up, DSL., Wireless and Cable Access As needed to support eligible entities
AN Services Seiected Schools

Internal Connections
uest for Proposal (RFP} that specifies the services you are seeking 7

10 ¥

Do you have a Req

2 O YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via I the Contact Person in Item 6 or I the contact listed in Item 11.

b & NO, I do not have an RFP for these services.

If you answered NO, you must list below the Internal Connections Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible
Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Internal Connections
Services. Add additional lines if needed.

ervice or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
Internal and Qutside Cabling 100+ Schools plus Admin
Network Electronics (LAN/WAN) 100+ Schools plus Admin
elephone Systems (including VOIP) Selected Schools plus Admin
File & Other Servers 100+ Schools plus Admin
Maintenance Services 100+ Schools plus Admin
ireless LAN Selected Schools plus Admin
ideo and other eligible services Selected Schools plus Admin
Eligible Applications Software 100+ Schools plus Admin
Eligible Professional Services Selected Schools plus Admin
Selected Schools plus Admin

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
details or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This
need not be the contact person listed in ltem 6 nor the signer of this form.

Name: itle: :
Peter Mudd Asst. Dir of Technology Services

elephone number {10 digits + ext.}
{314) 345 - 2444 :

http://www.sI.universalservice.org/:fonnél’70/ReviewAlI.asp 3/26/2003
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Fax number
(314) 345 - 2663

£-mail Address (50 characters max.)
peter.mudd@slps.org

Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or local laws or regulations on how
or when providers- may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe below any such
restrictions or procedures, andfor give Web address where they are posted.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: If you have plans to purchase additional services in future
vears, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below (including the likely time-

Block 3: Technology Assessment I

Although the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make

e ffective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Unless you indicated in Item 14 that your

application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through (g). You may
purchases being sought.

b. Electrical systems: F adequate electrical capacity is in place or has already been arranged; and/or WV

upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers: a sufficient quantity of computers ¥ has been purchased; and/or ¥ is being sought.

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements I  have been made; and/or ¥ are being sought.

e. Staff development: ¥  all staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or ¥ training is being sought.

f. Additional details: Use this space to provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you
desire.

r Block 4: Recipients of Service

_ Eligible Entities That Will Receive Service:

Check the ONE choice that best describes this application and the eligible entities that will
receive the services described in this application.

You must select a state if (b) or (c) is selected: MO

a. (" Individual school or single-site ibrary: Check here, and enter the billed entity in Item 17.

b. ” Statewide application (check all that apply):

http://www.si.universalservice.orgffonn470/RevieWA]l.asp 3/26/2003



)

Form 470 Review | Page 5of 6

I Al public schools/districts in the state:
I All non-public schools in the state:
[ Alllibraries in the state:

1f your statewide application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. I If checked, complete Item 18.

¢. & School district, library system, or consortium application to serve multiple eligible sites:

Number of eligible sites 115

For these eligible sites, please provide the following

Prefixes associsted with each area code
(first 3 digits of phone number)
separatie with commas, leave no spaces

Area Codes
(list each unigue area code)

314 I23.1 241, 261_,. 345 ,~35._2, 353“,. 3617, 367.,_3.71“, 38 };:

If your application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. . [} If checked, complete ltem 18.

17. Billed Entities

] Entity Name ll Entity Number !
[ST LOUIS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT |l136902 ]

18. Ineligible Entities

Ineligible Participating
Entity : Prefix

Block §: Certification |

19, The applicant includes:(Check one or both)
¥ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.S.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (23), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,
nd do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or
b, I libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
ibrary Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are
ompletely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and
universiies.

0. All of the individual schools, libraries, and library consortia
receiving services under this application are covered by:
. I individual technology plans for using the services requested in the application
b, ¥ higher-level technology plans for using the services requested in the application
7 no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

htip://ww.si.universa] service.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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. 1. Status of technology plans {if representing multiple entities with mixed technology plan status, check both
a and b):

. ¥ technology plan(s) has/have been approved by a state or other authorized body.
b. I technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.
. T no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only. .

2.0 1 certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.8.C. Sec. 254 will be used
solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other
hing of value. :

3. ¥ 1recognize that support under this support mechanism is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ies) 1
epresent securing access to all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical
onnections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

4. ¥ 1 certify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that 1 have

xamined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained
erein are true.

3. Signature of authorized person: 2

6. Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 11/16/2001
7. Printed name of authorized person: Peter MeGehee
8. Title or position of authorized person: Exec Dir Technology Services

9. Telephone number of authorized person: (314) 345- 2250 et

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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State: TX Funding Year: 2002

HOUSTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT

Applicant

Service Address City Zip § Amount  Wave Discount (%}
INTERNAL

CONNECTIONS 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 $208,8685.05 26 83
INTERNAL

CONNECTIONS 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 $41,750,108.16 17 20
INTERNET ACCESS 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 §494,52396 17 83
INTERNET ACCESS 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 $1,566,015.14 17 B4
TELCOMM

SERVICES 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 $61,722.12 2 83
TELGOMM

SERVICES 3830 RICHMOND AVE HOUSTON 77027 $4,738,174.19 17 83
Sum $48,817,408.62

Total $48,817,408.62

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/funding/FCResult.asp

Return to Automated Search of Commitments

Click here to access the Automated Search of Commitments
FAQs

Get Help!
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FCC Form Approval by OMB
3060-0806

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
470 Description of Services Requested
and Certification Form

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per Response: 5.0 hours

This form is designed to help you describe the eligible telecommunications-related services you seek 50
that this data can be posted on the Fund Administrator website and interested service providers can
identify you as a potential customer and compete to serve you.

Please read insiructions before completing. (Yo be completed by entily that will negotiaie with providers.}

Block 1: Applicant Address and ldentifications
(School, library, or consortium desiring Universal Service funding.)

Form 470 Application Number: 528460000367226

|
Applicant's Form Identifier: 470-2002-1 }
[Application Status: CERTIFIED |
Posting Date:  09/24/2001 }
Allowable Contract Date:  10/22/2001 j

[Certification Received Date: 10/10/2001 l

. Name of Applicant:

HGUSTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT

2, Funding Year: 3. Your Entity Number
0710112002 - 0613012003 141223

4. Applicant’s Street Address, P.O.Box, or Route Number

b. Teiephone number ext. C, Fax number
(713} 892- 6000 (713) 892- 6749
lld. E-mait Address
. Type Of Applicant (Check only one box)
. Library (including library system, library branch, or library consortium applying asl

a library)
Individual School (individual public or non-public school)

& School District (LEA;public or non-publicle.g., diocesan] local district
representing multiple schools)

T  Consortium (intermediate service agencies, states, state networks, special
consortia)
Ilﬁa. Contact Person’s Name: Jilt Duncan
]IGb. Street Address, P.O.Box, or Route Number (if different from Item 4)

3830 RICHMOND AVE

http://www.sl.universalservice org/form470/ReviewAllasp 3/26/2003
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' City [State [2ip Code 5Digit Zip Code 4Digit
HOUSTON ITX 77027 5802

B¢. Telephone Number {10 digits + ext) {713} 882- 6222

6d. Fax Number {10 digits) (713) 892-6748

6e. E-mail Address (50 characters max.) jduncan@houstonisd.org

Block 2: Summary Description of Needs or Services Requested

7 This Form 470 describes (check all that apply):

funding year.

a. ¥ Tariffed services - telecommunications services, purchased at regulated prices, for which the
applicant has no signed, written contract. A new Form 470 must be filed for tariffed services for each

470 must be filed for these services for each funding year.

b. ¥ Month-to-month services for which the applicant has no signed, written contract, A new Form '

c. ¥, Services for which a new written contract is sought for the funding year in ftem 2.

d. ' A multi-year contract signed on or before 7/10/87 but for which no Form 470 has been filed
|previous program year.

ina

NOTE: Services that are covered by a qualified contract for all or part of the funding year in
Iltem 2 do NOT require filing of Form 470, A qualified contract is a signed, written contract
executed pursuant to posting a Form 470 in a previous program year OR a contract signed
on/before 7/10/97 and reported on a Form 470 in a previous year as an existing contract.

¥ Telecommunications Services
osal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking

2 ©© YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at
or via I the Contact Person in ltem 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.

NO , | do not have an RFP for these services.

if you answered NO, you must list below the Telecommunications Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local voice service) and quantity and/or capacity

(e.g., 20 existing lines plus 10 new ones). See the Eligible Services List at

.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Telecommunications Services, and
remember that only common carrier telecommunications companies can provide these
services under the universal service support mechanism. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity andior Capacity:

basic telephone servcie (POTS, Centrex) lfor 350 buildings

long-distance telephone service ffor 350 buildings

high bandwidth service {56kb/s, ISDN, DSL, frame lf
relay, fractional T-1, DS-1, OC-3, ATM, sateilite, ‘or 350 buildings
MAN, WAN, LAN interconnect}

i;ﬂt)ess service (cellular, PCS, paging, LAN, Ifor 350 buildings

ideo service, interactive TV, distance learning  Hor 350 buildings

mafntenancelmstallatlon (inside wire or 350 buildings
maintenance)

homework hotline service or 350 buildings

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp
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9 ¥ Internet Access
Do vou have a Request for Proposal (RFP) that specifies the services you are seeking ?

a O YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at

or via [} the Contact Person in Item 6 or I the contact listed in ltem 11.
b  NO,1do not have an RFP for these services.
If you answered NO, you must list below the Internet Access Services you seek. Specify
each service or function (e.g., monthly Internet service) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., for 500 users). See the Eligible Services List at www . sl.universalservice.org for
examples of eligible Internet Access Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: (Quantity andfor Capacity:
internet access For 350 buildings

ireless service (LAN, WAN) tor 350 buildings
high bandwidthservice (56kb/s, ISDN, DSL, frame I{
refay, fractional T-1, DS-1, DS.3, OC-3, ATM, or 350 buildings
isatellite, MAN, WAN, LAN interconnect
maintenance and installation

10 ¥ Internal Connections
Do you have a Reg that specifies the services vou are seeking -

a O YES, | have an RFP. Choose one of the following: It is available on the Web at

or via I the Contact Person in item 6 or I the contact listed in tem 11.
b ™ NO,!do not have an RFP for these services.
If you answered NO, you must list below the Internal Connections Services you seek.
Specify each service or function (e.g., local area network) and quantity and/or capacity
(e.g., connecting 10 rooms and 300 computers at 56Kbps or better). See the Eligible
Services List at www.sl.universalservice.org for examples of eligible Internal Connections
Services. Add additional lines if needed.

Service or Function: Quantity and/or Capacity:
iring {Cat3, Cat5, coax, fiber conduit, wiring l1 I
accessories) or 350 buildings
routers, servers, switches, hubs, and upgrades Ifor 350 buiidings
PBX{,;;z;;, ARS, console, components and lfor 350 buildings
ideo CODEC, MCU, MPEG encoder, multimedia
Kit, PVBX, video group an desktop equipment, jfor 350 buildings

ENMM!

maintenance/instaliation, on-site technical i
upport, documentation ffor 350 buildings
ireless (LAN, WAN) lfor 350 buildings

ideo equipment {broadband ampilifier, cable box Ifor 350 buildings
and modem)
TM equipment (edge device, EMMI) or 350 buiidings
hardware and upgrades for internal connections
CSW/DSU, antenna, DAT, line sharing device -
fnedia converter, m;dem, monitor, mgultiplexihg. ffor 350 buildings
tatellite dish, TA, terminal server, UPS, zip drive

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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internal connections components (backup power
upply and batteries, cabinets, power strips,
ircuit card, ethernet card, graphics card, hard  [for 350 buildings

disk array controlier, RAID, MALU, NiC, SNMP,

module

operational software and upgrades, e-mail for 350 buildings
oftware

11 (Optional) Please name the person on your staff or project who can provide additional technical
details or answer specific questions from service providers about the services you are seeking. This

need not be the contact person listed in Hem 6 nor the signer of this form.

Name: itle:
teve Kim Networking Director

elephone number (10 digits + ext.)
(713) 892 - 6225

Fax number

E-mail Address (50 characters max. :

12. [T Check here if there are any restrictions imposed by state or local laws or regulations on how
or when providers may contact you or on other bidding procedures. Please describe below any such
restrictions or procedures, and/or give Web address where they are posted.

13. (Optional) Purchases in future years: if you have plans to purchase additional services in future
ears, or expect to seek new contracts for existing services, summarize below (including the likely time-

I' Bloek 3: Technology Assessment ]

Although the following services and facilities are ineligible for support, they are usually necessary to make
effective use of the eligible services requested in this application. Unless you indicated in Item 14 that your
application is ONLY for basic telephone service, you must check at least one box in (a) through (e). You may
nrovide details for purchases being sought.

a. Desktop communications software: Software required ¥ has been purchased; and/or ¥ s being sought.

b. Electrical systems: ¥ adequate electrical capacity is in place or has already been arranged; and/or I
upgrading for additional electrical capacity is being sought.

¢. Computers: a sufficient quantity of cemputers ¥ has been purchased; and/or ¥ is being sought.

d. Computer hardware maintenance: adequate arrangements ¥ have been made; andior I are being sought,

e, Staff development: ¥ ail staff have had an appropriate level of training or additional training has already
been scheduled; and/or ¥ training is being sought.

f. Additional details: Use this space (o provide additional details to help providers to identify the services you

desire,

http://www sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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Block 4: Recipients of Service

16. Eligible Entities That Will Receive Service:

Check the ONE choice that best describes this application and the eligible entities that will
receive the services described in this application.

You must select a state if (b) or (c) is selected: TX

a. € Individual school or single-site library: Check here, and enter the billed entity in Item 17.

b. 7 Statewide application (check all that apply):

I” AN public schools/districts in the state:
I”* All non-public schools in the state:
3 All libraries in the state:

If your statewide application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. I If checked, complete Item 18.

©. % School district, library system, or consortium application to serve multiple eligible sites:

Number of eligible sites 350

For these eligible sites, please provide the following

Prefixes associated with each area code
(first 3 digits of phone number)

separate with commas, leave no spaces

Area Codes
(list each unique area code)

281 13768, 405

409 [740

713 [224, 226,227,260, 270,271,273, 295, 317, 334

1f your application includes INELIGIBLE entities, check here. | If checked, complete Item 18.

17. Billed Entities

Entity Name Fntity Number ]
HOUSTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 141223 i

(18, Ineligible Entities |

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAllasp ' 3/26/2003
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Ineligible Participating || Entity

Entity Number

Block 5: Certification

19. The applicant includes:(Check one or both)

a. ¥ schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and

Secondary Education Act of 1965, 20 U.S.C. Secs. 8801(14) and (25), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,

anel do not have endowments exceeding $30 million; and/or

b. I libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the

1.ibrary Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose budgets are
ompletely separate from any school (including, but not limited to) elementary and secondary schools, colleges and

iversities,

120, All of the individual schosls, libraries, and library consortia
receiving services under this application are covered by:
1, I individual techmology plans for using the services requested in the application
b, I higher-level technology plans for using the services requested in the application
I no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only.

b 1. Status of technology plans (if representing multiple eatities with mixed technology plan status, check both

a and b):
a. ¥ technology plan(s) has/have been approved by a state or other authorized body.

h. IZ. technology plan(s) will be approved by a state or other authorized body.
I~ no technology plan needed; application requests basic local and long distance telephone service only. .

2. W 1 certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.8.C. Sec. 254 will be used

solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other
ing of value.

23. ¥ 1 recognize that support under this support mechanism is conditional upon the school(s) or library(ies) I
represent securing access to all of the resources, including computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical
onnections necessary to use the services purchased effectively.

24. IV 1 cenify that I am authorized to submit this request on behalf of the above-named entities, that I have
examined this request, and to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, all statements of fact contained
herein are true.

25, Signature of authorized person: M

26, Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 10/09/2001

37, Printed name of authorized person: William Edwards

28. Title or position of autherized person: Assistant Superiniendent

129, Telephone number of autharized person: (713) 892 - 6222 ext

http://www.sl.universalservice.org/form470/ReviewAll.asp 3/26/2003
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